AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

Please amend Figure 1 by replacing it with the attached replacement sheet. 
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REMARKS 

The present application has been reviewed in light of the Ex Parte Quayle Action 
dated April 2, 2010. Claims 1,3-9, and 12-19 are pending, of which Claims 1 and 12 are 
in independent form. Claims 3 and 13 have been previously cancelled. No new matter 
has been added. 

The Applicants would like to thank Examiner Pritchett for his time and 
consideration extended to the Applicants' representative, Theo Kountotsis, during a 
telephone interview conducted on May 5, 2010. During the interview, the Applicants 
representative and Examiner Pritchett discussed the objection to the drawings. The 
Applicants have considered and incorporated Examiner Pritchett' s helpful suggestions in 
the drawings. 

Specifically, regarding the objection the drawings, the Examiner stated that the 
rotatable polarization mirror and display device must be shown or the features cancelled 
in the claims. Applicants have amended the drawings as suggested by the Examiner 
during the telephone conference. Specifically, Applicants have added arrows indicating 
"rotation" of the mirror 2 and the display device 5. A replacement sheet is attached 
illustrating such changes. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request entry of the 
replacement sheet and that the objection to the drawings be withdrawn. 
COMMENTS FOR STATEMENTS FOR REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

Additionally, the Examiner indicated that Claims 1, 4-9, 12, and 14-19 are 
allowed. Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for stating that the claims are allowed. 
In the Ex Parte Quayle Action, the Examiner further indicated reasons for allowance. 
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In particular, the Examiner states: 

"Examiner interprets the claim language as requiring both the display device and 
the polarization mirror to physically rotate not just switch the kind of polarization 
transmitted through the use of electrical voltage applied to the polarization mirror 
and the display device." 

Even though the Examiner interprets the allowed claims as stated above, it is 
Applicants' contention that there is no particular limitation or feature in the allowed 
claims that is more critical than any other, and the allowed claims shall not be interpreted 
in any particular manner. As such, the Examiner's interpretation stated in the Ex Parte 
Quayle Action should not be construed as a surrender by Applicants of any other 
interpretation. 

In view of the remarks presented above, Applicants respectfully submit that a 
Notice of Allowance should be issued. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: June 2, 2010 
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